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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Status 

1 . Claims 1-5, and 20-29 are currently pending. Claims 6-19 have been cancelled. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a) because they fail to show descriptive 
legends as described in the specification. Any structural detail that is essential for a proper 
understanding of the disclosed invention should be shown in the drawing. MPEP § 608.02(d). 
Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one 
figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be 
labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be 
removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must be 
renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: The term the receiver unit 
in claim 1 appears to be referring to the computer unit. Appropriate correction is required. 

4. Claims 26-27 are objected to because of the following informalities: They are dependent 
on cancelled claim 10. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1, 2, 3, 5, 20, 21, 23, 25 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kluba (FR 2836270). 

Regarding claim 1 , Kluba discloses a programming apparatus and a transmitter/receiver 
system for actuation of doors (met by Fig. 1; 4, 6, 8, 80 & pg. 4, lines 21-24), a transmitter code 
is read into the receiver and compared there with receiver codes met by (pg. 8, lines 5-6), a 
computer unit (met by Fig. 1; 6), an input unit (met by Fig. 1; 6; note, keyboard & pg. 8, lines 9- 
10 & pg. 10, line 5) through which a user can select/program a unique transmitter code (pg. 2, 
lines 3-5, note, serial number linked code) into the transmitter as a transmitter code (pg. 8, lines 
5-6; note, user can modify/erase or create a new serial number linked transmitter code) and then 
specify the receiver code for a receiver by selecting the transmitter code, whereby inherently this 
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selection of the unique code functionally masks the code and prevents/blocks the transmitter 
code from being issued again in order to preserve the uniqueness of the codes, and an interface 
unit (met by Fig. 1; 6, 102) to issue the codes. However, Kluba does not specifically disclose 
selecting a receiver code, programming the receiver code into a transmitter as a transmitter 
code. 

However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention that since after programming, the transmitter codes and receiver codes need to agree, 
they are one and the same. The code programmed into the transmitter as the transmitter code in 
Kluba can nominally be called the receiver code as well as calling the code to be programmed 
into the transmitter the receiver code. Kluba would include selecting a receiver code, 
programming the receiver code into a transmitter as a transmitter code. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include this selection and allocation into Kluba. This provides unique transmitter 
codes for the transmitter/receiver system thus preventing duplicate transmitter codes. 

Regarding claim 2, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 3, Kluba further disclose that the codes include a specific identification 
(met by pg. 2, lines 3-4; note, access authorizations with the serial number of the transmitter). 

Regarding claim 5, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 3. 

Regarding claim 20, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 

Regarding claim 21, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 

Regarding claim 25, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 

Regarding claim 29, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 
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7. Claims 4, 22, 23 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kluba (FR 2836270) in view of Martel (U.S. Patent 5,473,318). 

Regarding claim 4, Kluba does not specifically disclose that the codes of the system are 
stored under a specific identification. 

Martel teaches storing codes under a specific identification met by (Col. 5, lines 9-14; 
note, i.e. data identifying the user). It is obvious to store some type of identification with a code 
in a programming device. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Mattel's stored codes under a specific identification into Kluba's system. 
This correlates codes with some type of indication that is useful for a user of the programming 
device. 

Regarding claim 22, Kluba does not specifically disclose the computer unit stores the 
current versions of the codes. 

Martel teaches computer unit stores the current versions of the codes met by (Col. 4, 
lines 63-67 & Col. 5, lines 43-45; note, only current versions are stored in the programming 
device). It is obvious to store only relevant and current codes that are used in a 
transmitter/receiver system. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Mattel's current codes into Kluba's system. This saves memory, and 
keeps only relevant codes used in a transmitter/receiver system. 

Regarding claim 23, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 
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Regarding claim 28, Kluba discloses an interface unit having a transmitter/receiver for 
data transmission met by (Fig. 1; 102). However, Kluba does not specifically disclose an 

interface adaptor. 

Martel teaches an interface adaptor met by (Fig. 2; 127 & Col. 2, line 8 & Col. 5, lines 
61-67; note, can use RS422, RS485, RS232). It is obvious to have some type of adaptor to 
program a transmitter/receiver system. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Mattel's adaptor into Kluba's system. This provides a convenient way to 
for a programming unit to connect to a transmitter/receiver system and update the system. 

8. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kluba (FR 
2836270) in view of Stouffer (U.S. Patent 6,697,719). 

Regarding claim 24, Kluba does not disclose a programming apparatus that can be 
connected to a personal computer. 

Stouffer teaches a programming apparatus that can be connected to a personal computer 
met by (Fig. 1; 12 & Col. 10, lines 42-60). It is obvious to download programs, codes, or 
features to a programming device from a personal computer so that the settings of a system can 
be changed. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Stouffers programmable apparatus that can be connected to a personal 
computer into Kluba's system. This provides the ability for a programming device to be updated 
from a personal computer, so the programming device can be used to remotely program a system 
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that is remote from a personal computer. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Goci (U.S. Patent 2003/0195798) discloses a user operated menu [0024] where a 
user chooses a selection, the selection is graphically masked on a display screen, and prevents 
that masked selection from being chosen again. Yoshizawa (U.S. Patent 6,163,271) discloses a 
keyless entry system that is programmable with an external device. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian Wilson whose telephone number is (571)270-5884. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel Wu can be reached on (571)272-2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/BPW/ 



/Daniel Wu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2612 



